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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,4-13 and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Maxwell (US 4,957,302) in view of Serber (US 5,244,252). 

Maxwell teaches: 

.a tiltable seating frame for selectively positioning; 

including: a seat platform (12) having opposing sides (70,72) that each extends 
to an arcuate distal edge (90,92) and each side defining an arcuate slot (82,84) parallel 
to the distal edge; opposing supports (34); 

opposing pairs of front and rear rollers (32) attached in spaced-apart relation to 
the sides of the supports (34), opposing guide rollers (58,60) attached intermediate and 
vertically spaced relative to the respective front and rear rollers (32) extending through, 

the arcuate slot (82,84) of the respective side of the seat platform (12), whereby 
the seat platform moves to a selected angled position relative to the base (10) guided 
by the guide rollers (58,60) moving in the arcuate slots (82,84); 

further including an extendable rod (128,124) pivotally connected at one end to 
the seat platform and pivotally supported by the frame, for guiding the tilting position of 
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the seating frame, see Figure 5 and a releasable locking device (134,144) that moves 
between and engaged and released position relative to the rod (124,128) for holding the 
seating frame in a selected position; 

having a back platform (122) pivotally connected to then seating platform (12) for 
pivotal movement to a selected angle relative to the seating platform (12); 

Maxwell does not teach front and rear rollers receiving the distal edge of the 
seat platform sides. 

Serber teaches: 

front and rear rollers (96) on each side receiving the distal edge of the respective 
sides extending from the seat platform, see Figures 3A,B and 4; 
and the distal edges traveling on the front and rear rollers (96); 

wherein the front and rear rollers and guide rollers has a pair of lateral radially 
extending flange (silent) defining a bearing surface of rollers (96) for a travel guide on a 
side of the respective roller (96); wherein the laterally extending flange has a second 
diameter greater than the first diameter of the roller center portion, see Figure 5, 
wherein the rollers extend inwardly from supports (81); 

and further teaches in Figure 1 1 , the tiltable chair mechanism usable for a 
wheeled chair, thus teaching the seating mechanism usable in multiple chair 
orientations, and rearranging parts of an invention involves only routine skill in the art. In 
re Japiske, 86 USPQ 70. 

With regards to claim 9, Serber teaches rollers extending inwardly from the 
supports, however, it would have been an obvious modification of the existing design to 
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provide the rollers extending outwardly from the supports, since it has been held that a 
mere reversal of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the 
art. In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. 

With regards to claims 16-17, it has been held that to be entitled to weight in 
method claims, the recited structure limitations therein must affect the method in a 
manipulative sense, and not to amount to the mere claiming of a use of a particular 
structure. Ex parte Pfeiffer, 1962 CD. 408 (1961). 

With regards to claim 15. additional rollers would be obvious to further support 
the seat platform, since It has been held that mere duplication of the essential working 
parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 
193 USPQ 8. 

Claims 2-3 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maxwell (US 4,957.302) in view of Serber (US 5,244,252) as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Melgarejo et al (US 6,322,145), 

Maxwell in view of Serber teaches all aspects of the invention as discussed 
above except slots permitting positioning of the cushioned pad. 

Melgarejo et al teaches a tiltable seating frame including: 

a the seat platform (30) defining at least two spaced-apart parallel slots 
extending between a rear portion of the bottom plate and a forward portion thereof; a 
cushioned pad (12) received on the seat platform; and fasteners extending through slots 
to secure the cushioned pad on the seat platform, see Figure 4. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made 

the seating frame as recited in claim 1 , further comprising a back platform 
pivotaliy connected to the seat platform and defining at least two spaced-apart parallel 
slots extending from a first portion of the back platform to an second portion thereof; a 
cushioned pad received on the back platform; and fasteners extending through slots to 
secure the cushioned pad on the back platform. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the seat a cushion taught by Maxwell modified by Serber, 
specifically Serber Figures 2 and 5, to include slots in the seating frame or for providing 
adjustably positioned rollers, in order to provide an adjustable seat cushion position to 
accommodate the size and comfort of the user, and it would have been further obvious 
to provide an adjustable backrest of the same configuration for further providing a 
comfortable seating position for the user. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Smith et al, Kitrell and Porcheron teach a collapsible wheelchair. 
Goldman teaches a folding chair. Rudolph teaches a folding a chair. Potter teaches a 
reclining chair. Carroll teaches a collapsing chair. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kelly E. Campbell whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6693. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:30 Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Ellis can be reached on (571) 272-6914. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-dlrect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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